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Recycle Water Policy

Jeanine Townsend - Comments on revised recycled water policy 3/18/08 Bd. Mtg. ltem 13
Deadline: 3/10/08 by 12 p.m.

From: Edo McGowan <edo_mcgowan@hotmail.com>

To: <jtownsend@waterboards.ca.gov>, GordonInnis <ginnes@waterboards.ca.gov>,
Elizabeth Erickson <eerickson@waterboards.ca.gov>, DrevHunt
<drev@Ilawyersforcleanwater.com>, "Bob.Alvarez@SEN.CA.GOV"
<bob.alvarez@sen.ca.gov>, "BynJam@aol.com” <bynjam@aol.com>,
<eharris@silcom.com>, "FPecar4525@aol.com” <fpecar4525@aol.com>,
JonCook--UCSB <jon.cook@pf.ucsb.edu>, <layne@lawyersforcieanwater.com>,
<maureen.reilly@sympatico.ca>, <owl@owlfoundation.net>, <rob-
vcaa@pacbell.net>, <steve_wing@unc.edu>, ThomasGoreau
<goreau@bestweb.net>, <thaslebacher@kcwa.com>,
<woody.maxwell@venturausd.org>, <toxlaw@cox.net>

Date: Thursday, February 28, 2008 8:05 AM o
‘Subject: Comments on revised recycled water policy ' E @ E ﬂ W E

To: California State Water resources Control Board via Jeanine Townsend, [ﬂ. FEB 28 2008
Clerk to the Board---jtownsend@waterboards.ca.gov

SWRCB EXECUTIVE

Fm: Dr Edo McGowan
Re: Comments on revised reclaimed water policy staff report and environmental document
Please confirm receipt of this email.

1 had discussed the following omissions in the environmental document previously but I see that those comments
were not addressed. Thus again I wish to comment on the deficiency of the staffa€™s environmental analysis.

I am an expert in these matters, having been the environmental advisor to the U.S. Department of State and UN
for 22 nations in Africa on water quality issues and public health impacts. I believe that the Board has my CV.
Additionally, I was just on a national WERF/U.S. EPA panel brought together to review the public health and
illness impacts related to wastewater industry byproducts, including pathogens and antibiotic resistance. I have a
PhD in water quality and a degree in medicine. Thus the following comments are made as an expert.

When compared to NEPA, CEQA is not merely a procedural exercise. CEQA contains an impressive directive to
public agencies that they refrain from approving projects with significant adverse environmental effects if there
are feasible alternatives. If the agency has not even explored these adverse impacts, it cannot thus entertain
alternatives. CEQA first compels a governmental agency to identify the significant adverse environmental effects
and then to mitigate those impacts through feasible mitigation measures or feasible alternatives. The
environmental review process has also become a process whereby the public interacts. The California Supreme
Court has commented on this aspect, indicating that CEQA and its process &€oeprotects not only the environment
but also informed governmenta€ce. For informed self government to function, the process &€ceensures that
members of [the governmental decisionmaking body] fully consider information necessary to render decisions
that fully consider the information necessary to render decisions that inteiligently take into account the
environmental consequences. That concept thus includes acknowledgement of an underlying policy of citizen
input under CEQA : '

By withholding critical information from the policy maker, it is possible to purposefully skew the policy
determination and shift perspective. Without a well rounded analysis from which to gain perspective, the people
of this state are deprived of an adequate appraisal of impacts. Because recycled water, while meeting state
standards, has been shown to contain serious pathogens and many of those pathogens carry antimcrobial and
chlorine resistance, misguiding the Board in its duty is tantamount to a criminal act when considering the rapid
advancement of antibiotic resistance and its impact on public health.
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